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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

Applicant has added new claims 9-16. No claims have been amended or cancelled. 
Thus, claims 1 - 16 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1 - 3, 5 - 6, 8 - 1 1, 13 - 14, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) 
as being unpatentable over And reassen et al. (U.S. Publication No. 2003/0160698 A1) 
in view of Stasny (U.S. Publication No. 2003/0074234). 

In regard to claim 1 , Andreassen et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug, comprising the steps of: placing a radio 
frequency tag on a quantity of a pharmaceutical drug that is to be shipped to a third 
party (paragraph [0032]); saving the drug's quantity on a database along with the radio 
frequency tag's identification value that corresponds to the drug (paragraph [0033]); 
creating an electronic pedigree on the database that will correspond to the radio 
frequency tag's identification value (paragraphs [0033] and [0038]), where the pedigree 
is defined in the specification as the complete history (i.e. lot numbers, dosage form, 
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shipping history) of the drug as specified by a monitoring agency; loading the pedigree 
to a website, wherein the website will store the pedigree for third party viewing 
(paragraph [0048]); and, shipping the pharmaceutical drug to the third party (paragraph 
[0042]). 

Andreassen et al. fails to explicitly teach a method comprising providing the third 
party with an alias and an access code to the website so that the third party can monitor 
the pedigree of the drug that is to be received. 

Stasny teaches a method comprising providing the third party with an alias and 
an access code to the website so that the third party can monitor the pedigree of the 
drug that is to be received (paragraph [0048]); 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a method comprising loading the pedigree to 
a website, wherein the website will store the pedigree for third party viewing; providing 
the third party with an alias and an access code to the website so that the third party 
can monitor the pedigree of the drug that is to be received; and shipping the 
pharmaceutical drug to the third party as taught by Stasny with the motivation of 
providing an improved system for distributing pharmaceuticals (paragraph [0010]). 

In regard to claim 2, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 1, wherein the shipper is the 
proprietor of the website (paragraph [0042]). Andreasson et al. discloses a method 
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wherein the shipper is the manufacturer of the pharmaceutical product, and thus is the 
proprietor or owner of the web site/internet link. 

In regard to claim 3, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 2. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method comprising the step of giving an alias 
and an access code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical drug shipped, 
wherein the access code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug. 

Stasny teaches a method comprising the step of giving an alias and an access 
code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical drug shipped, wherein the access 
code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug (paragraphs [0046] and 
[0048]) where Stasny discloses a method where users are given a login name (alias) 
and password (access code) to enter a web site. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a method comprising the step of giving an 
alias and an access code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical drug shipped, 
wherein the access code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug as taught 
by Stasny with the motivation to allow a monitoring agency, or others granted an alias 
and access code, the ability to view data online in regard to the manufacture, conditions 
for treatment, etc. of a pharmaceutical product (paragraph [0053]). 
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In regard to claim 5, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 1 . 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method wherein an independent party is the 
proprietor of the website. 

Stasny teaches a method wherein a pharmacy is the proprietor of the website 
(paragraph [0048]). Stasny does not expressly show that the independent party is the 
proprietor of the website. However, this difference is only found in the non-functional 
descriptive material and is not functionally involved in the method recited. The function 
of the proprietor of the website would be performed the same regardless of the 
proprietor. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a method wherein an independent party is 
the proprietor of the website as taught by Stasny with the motivation to allow the 
proprietor to manipulate the website to include various web pages to correspond to the 
independent party's customers (paragraph [0047]). 

In regard to claim 6, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 5. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method comprising the step of the independent 
party giving an alias and an access code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical 
drug, wherein the access code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug. 



Application/Control Number: 10/785,269 Page 6 

Art Unit: 4137 

Stasny teaches a method comprising the step of a pharmacy giving an alias and 
an access code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical drug, wherein the access 
code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug (paragraph [0048]). Stasney 
does not expressly teach an independent party giving an alias and access code to a 
monitoring agency. However, this difference is only found in the non-functional 
descriptive material and is not functionally related to the method recited. The function of 
giving or providing an alias and access code would not change regardless of who was 
granting or receiving the access. 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Stasny is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 3, and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 8, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 1. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method wherein a monitoring agency of the 
pharmaceutical drug is the proprietor of the website. 

Stasny teaches a method wherein a pharmacy is the proprietor of the website 
(paragraph [0048]). Stasny does not expressly shot that a monitoring agency of the 
pharmaceutical company is the proprietor of the website. However, this difference is 
only found in the non-functional descriptive material and is not functionally involved in 
the method recited. The function of the proprietor of the website would be performed 
the same regardless of the proprietor. 
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The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Stasny is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 5, and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 9, Andreassen et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug, comprising the steps of: placing a tag on 
a quantity of a pharmaceutical drug that is to be shipped to a third party (paragraph 
[0032]); saving the drug's quantity on a database along with the tag's identification value 
that corresponds to the drug (paragraph [0033]); and creating an electronic pedigree on 
the database that will correspond to the tag's identification value (paragraphs [0033], 
[0037], and [0038]); where the pedigree is defined in the specification as the complete 
history (i.e. lot numbers, dosage form, shipping history) of the drug as specified by a 
monitoring agency; loading the pedigree to a website, wherein the website will store the 
pedigree for third party viewing (paragraph [0048]); and, shipping the pharmaceutical 
drug to the third party (paragraph [0042]). 

Andreassen et al. fails to explicitly teach a method comprising providing the third 
party with an alias and an access code to the website so that the third party can monitor 
the pedigree of the drug that is to be received. 

Stasny teaches a method comprising providing the third party with an alias and 
an access code to the website so that the third party can monitor the pedigree of the 
drug that is to be received (paragraph [0048]). 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Stasny is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 1 , and incorporated herein. 
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In regard to claim 10, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 9, wherein the shipper is the 
proprietor of the website (paragraph [0042]). Andreasson et al. discloses a method 
wherein the shipper is the manufacturer of the pharmaceutical product, and thus is the 
proprietor or owner of the web site/internet link. 

In regard to claim 1 1 , Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 10. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method comprising the step of giving an alias 
and an access code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical drug shipped, 
wherein the access code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug. 

Stasny teaches a method comprising the step of giving an alias and an access 
code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical drug shipped, wherein the access 
code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug (paragraph [0048]) where 
Stasny discloses a method where users are given a login name (alias) and password 
(access code) to enter a web site. 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Stasny is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 3, and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 13, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 9. 
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Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method wherein an independent party is the 
proprietor of the website. 

Stasny teaches a method wherein a pharmacy is the proprietor of the website 
(paragraph [0048]). Stasny does not expressly show that the independent party is the 
proprietor of the website. However, this difference is only found in the non-functional 
descriptive material and is not functionally involved in the method recited. The function 
of the proprietor of the website would be performed the same regardless of the 
proprietor. 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Stasny is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 5, and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 14, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 13. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method comprising the step of the independent 
party giving an alias and an access code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical 
drug, wherein the access code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug. 

Stasny teaches a method comprising the step of the pharmacy giving an alias 
and an access code to a monitoring agency of the pharmaceutical drug, wherein the 
access code will allow the agency to see the pedigree of the drug (paragraph [0048]). 
Andreasson et al. does not expressly teach an independent party giving an alias and 
access code to a monitoring agency. However, this difference is only found in the non- 
functional descriptive material and is not functionally related to the method recited. The 
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function of giving or providing an alias and access code would not change regardless of 
who was granting or receiving the access. 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Stasny is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 3, and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 16, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 9. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method wherein a monitoring agency of the 
pharmaceutical drug is the proprietor of the website. 

Stasny teaches a method wherein a pharmacy is the proprietor of the website 
(paragraph [0048]). Stasny does not expressly shot that a monitoring agency is the 
proprietor of the website. However, this difference is only found in the non-functional 
descriptive material and is not functionally involved in the method recited. The function 
of the proprietor of the website would be performed the same regardless of the 
proprietor. 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Stasny is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 5, and incorporated herein. 

3. Claims 4, 7, 12, and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Andreasson et al. in view of Stasny in further view of Browne (U.S. 
Publication No. 2003/0216974 A1). 



Application/Control Number: 10/785,269 Page 11 

Art Unit: 4137 

In regard to claim 4, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 3. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method wherein the alias and access code 
given to the monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs 
shipped by the shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs 
shipped by the shipper at any given time. 

Browne teaches a method wherein the alias and access code given to the 
monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs shipped by the 
shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs shipped by the 
shipper at any given time (paragraph [0048]). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to include a method wherein the alias and access code 
given to the monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs 
shipped by the shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs 
shipped by the shipper at any given time as taught by Browne with the motivation of 
providing a monitoring system for an inventory of drug samples, which would include 
those drugs shipped to a medical center (paragraph [0029]). 

In regard to claim 7, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 6. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method wherein the alias and access code 
given to the monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs 
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shipped by the shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs 
shipped by the shipper at any given time. 

Browne teaches a method wherein the alias and access code given to the 
monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs shipped by the 
shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs shipped by the 
shipper at any given time (paragraph [0048]). 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Browne is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 4, and incorporated herein. 

In regard to claim 12, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 1 1 . 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method wherein the alias and access code 
given to the monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs 
shipped by the shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs 
shipped by the shipper at any given time. 

Browne teaches a method wherein the alias and access code given to the 
monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs shipped by the 
shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs shipped by the 
shipper at any given time (paragraph [0048]). 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Browne is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 4, and incorporated herein. 
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In regard to claim 15, Andreasson et al. teaches a method for monitoring the 
distribution channel of a pharmaceutical drug as per claim 14. 

Andreasson et al. fails to teach a method wherein the alias and access code 
given to the monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs 
shipped by the shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs 
shipped by the shipper at any given time. 

Browne teaches a method wherein the alias and access code given to the 
monitoring agency shall be the same for all the pharmaceutical drugs shipped by the 
shipper, this allows the monitoring agency to view all of the drugs shipped by the 
shipper at any given time (paragraph [0048]). 

The motivation for combining the teachings of Andreasson et al. and Browne is 
discussed in the rejection of claim 7, and incorporated herein. 

Conclusion 

4. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

• McQuade et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,952,681 ) discloses a system to track the 
distribution of prescription drugs (including controlled substances) using 
handheld and wireless devices. 
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• Subich (U.S. Publication No. 2002/0161607) discloses a pharmaceutical drug 
sample tracking method using inventory software. Access is granted to 
pharmaceutical companies as well as physicians. 

• Lester et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,021 ,392) discloses a system and method for 
pharmaceutical drug management. A drug distribution center uses an inventory 
management software program to distribute drugs to patients. 

5. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Kristine K. Rapillo whose telephone number is 571-270- 
3325. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Thursday 7:30 am to 5 pm 
Eastern Time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Akm Ullah can be reached on 571-272-2361. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

KKR 

c&jU^ — 

AKM ULLAH 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINER 



